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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 

- 


ATF rejects Tennessee gun 
law 

The Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives 
(ATF) has written to Federal Firearms 
Licensees in Tennessee, dropping the 
hammer on a new state law that 
exempts weapons made, sold and used 
inside the state from interstate 
regulations. 

Carson W. Carroll, an assistant 
ATF director, told dealers that "Federal 
requirements and prohibitions, apply 
whether or not the firearms or 
ammunition have crossed state lines." 

The Tennessee law provides 
that "federal laws and regulations do not 
apply to personal firearms, firearm 
accessories, or ammunition that is 
manufactured in Tennessee and 
remains in Tennessee." 

Utah is considering such a 
plan, and Montana earlier adopted its 
own gun exemption procedure. 

The pushback from the states 
comes at a time when the federal 
administration is replete with anti-gun 
activists in influential positions, including 
an attorney general, Eric Holder, who 
supported a complete handgun ban in 
the District of Columbia before it was 
tossed by the U.S. Supreme Court. 

The Obama administration has 
even pushed for a treaty that would 
require sportsmen who reload their 
ammunition to obtain a federal license. 

The Montana plan cites the 
10th Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution that "guarantees to the 
states and their people all powers not 
granted to the federal government 
elsewhere in the Constitution and 
reserves to the state and people of 
Montana certain powers.” 

"The regulation of intrastate 
commerce is vested in the states under 
the 9th and 10th amendments to the 


United States Constitution, particularly if 
not expressly pre-empted by federal 
law. Congress has not expressly pre¬ 
empted state regulation of intrastate 
commerce pertaining to the manufacture 
on an intrastate basis of firearms, 
firearms accessories, and ammunition," 
it says. 

The Tennessee plan includes 
many of the same arguments. 

At Resistnet.com members 
stated their willingness to bring a lawsuit 
against the federal government over the 
issue. "The sovereign state of 
Tennessee should stand her ground. If 
people would stand up to the bully (Big 
Brother) we might take back some of the 
rights that have been stolen from us. It 
will not be comfortable. It will not be 
easy. But, it can be done, if we want it 
bad enough," said one participant. 

- WorldNetDaily, July 21,2009 

The American Revolution 
Revisited 

By Timothy Baldwin, Esq. 

Let's be honest, America is 
facing the same legal, moral and ethical 
questions that our Founding generation 
did, especially regarding the issue of 
"Who Is Sovereign?": (1) the Federal 
government, (2) the State governments 
or (3) We the People. 

Most Americans believe the 
answer to this critical question is the 
Federal government. For years, 
Americans have been brainwashed that 
ALL federal laws are the "supreme law 
of the land" and that no state action to 
the contrary is valid, citing Article 6, 
paragraph 2 of the US Constitution as 
their "irrefutable" proof. 

But after an honest study of the 
Articles of Confederation, the US 
Constitution, the Constitutional 
Convention and subsequent Ratification 
debates, the Federalist Papers, the Anti- 


Federalist Papers, US Supreme Court 
Rulings and the writings of political 
philosophers and statesmen of the 
1700s and 1800s, the conclusion is 
undeniable: We the People are the 
Sovereigns of the States severally and 
also of the States United. 

We the People are sovereign 
and the Sovereigns of each State have 
never ceded to the Federal government 
any power not expressly granted to it by 
the Compact (the US Constitution). The 
States can no more grant authority to 
the Federal government against the will 
of the Sovereign-the people-than the 
Executive branch can give to the 
Judiciary branch the powers that we the 
people granted to it alone. To ignore the 
limitations placed on the governments 
by the Sovereign is to suggest that 
tyranny is a lawful act must be complied 
with. Do we the people agree? This 
question will likely be answered sooner 
than later. 

Recently the states of 
Tennessee and Montana have passed 
"Firearms Freedom Acts," which reaffirm 
their Sovereignty under the 10th 
Amendment of the US Constitution. This 
law states that any firearms that are 
made, sold and bought in that state are 
NOT subject to the Federal regulations 
of firearms, because they are inherently 
internal affairs, which exempt them from 
the commerce clause of the US 
Constitution. 

As you would imagine, the 
Federal government, through the ATF, 
essentially has asserted that 
Tennessee's Firearms Freedom Act is 
void. 

This ATF response tells us the 
following about the federal government's 
ideology of Sovereignty: (1) the federal 
government does not recognize the 
lawful and independent jurisdiction of 
the states to operate their internal affairs 







as they deem proper and fitting; (2) the 
states do not possess lawful jurisdiction 
to govern themselves through 
constitutional means; (3) the federal 
government has the power and authority 
to control the internal affairs of all 
States. Bottom line, the Federal 
government is Sovereign. If that be so, 
what commodity, what relationship, what 
contract, what service, or what molecule 
in this entire country would not be 
subject to their control and power? 

The time has come in America 
where to be free necessarily means to 
resist status quo and federal usurpation 
and to actively change the course and 
philosophy being shoved down our 
throats. There really is no middle ground 
any more. This is not a matter of politics 
anymore. This is not a matter of 
Republican and Democrat. This is a 
matter of FREEDOM, as much so as 
were the matters of 1775 and 1776. It is 
staring you in the face, daring you to 
make a move. May we never be guilty of 
causing, whether by our apathy, 
indifference, laziness or comfort, this 
nation to lose the freedoms that our 
founders attempted to secure with 
infinite pains and labors. We the people 
must once again reassert our 
Sovereignty in this country and the 
States must recognize and act upon 
their God-ordained role as Freedom 
protectors and tyranny resisters. 

Life in Maryland 

A state police “expert” on 
firearms and forensic evidence, Joe 
Kopera, committed suicide after his 
fabrication of professional credentials 
was exposed. Since he worked for 
police for many years, many cases that 
depended on his opinions were placed 
at risk. The first petitions by defense 
attorneys have now worked their way 
through appellate court, which upheld 
earlier convictions. Some government 
fabrications are okay. 

Montgomery County Police 
Officer Dina Hoffman thought she could 
win a DUI conviction on a “cop word 
against drunk” argument, testifying 
under oath that she arrested a man 
found drunk in the front seat of his 
vehicle. But video from a local store’s 
security camera confirmed the man 
was sleeping in the back of his car. No 
word yet on perjury charges against 
Hoffman, another employee on the 
taxpayer’s dime whose testimony can 
never again be trusted. 

And then there’s Prince 
George’s Police Officer Eddie Smith, 
caught in uniform apparently helping in 

a 


the burglary of a local bank earlier this 
month. 

The Prince George County 
Sheriff’s office just released a report 
completely clearing itself in the 
awkward matter of Cheye Calvo and 
his family. Last year “team Velcro” paid 
Calvo a visit pursuant to what proved to 
be bogus information about illegal 
drugs. It was standard operating 
procedure: make dynamic entry, shoot 
the dogs, zip—tie everyone, and do 
enough damage with official attitude 
that evil drug dealers will beg you to 
take their stash. When you don’t 
actually find any evidence of 
wrongdoing, cover your tracks with 
ominous press briefings about the 
subjects’ still being under investigation. 
The Sheriff’s report confirms that all 
this was indeed SOP and, you’ll be 
happy to know, that everything is fine 
so no need to ask pesky questions 
about liability or competency. 

All officers mentioned 
above are acolytes of big government, 
the elite who left-wingers think are the 
only people who should be allowed to 
possess a gun. Our view: We can only 
survive so much more big government 
like this. 

-- Tripwire, “A Maryland Gun Rights 
Advocacy Newsletter”, July 2009 

Ed.: and we thought Jersey 

was bad. 

U.K.: the violent crime capital 
of Europe, U.S., Canada 

Analysis of figures from the 
European Commission showed a 77 
per cent increase in murders, 
robberies, assaults and sexual offences 
in the UK since Labour came to power. 

The total number of violent 
offences recorded compared to 
population is higher than any other 
country in Europe, as well as America, 
Canada, Australia and South Africa. 

The UK had a greater 
number of murders in 2007 than any 
other EU country - 927. 

It also recorded the fifth 
highest robbery rate in the EU, and the 
highest absolute number of burglaries. 

A breakdown of the 
statistics revealed that violent crime in 
the UK had increased from 652,974 
offences in 1998 to more than 1.15 
million crimes in 2007. 

It means there are over 
2,000 crimes recorded per 100,000 
population in the UK, making it the 
most violent place in Europe. 

Austria is second, with a 
rate of 1,677 per 100,000 people, 


followed by Sweden, Belgium, Finland 
and Holland. 

By comparison, America 
has an estimated rate of 466 violent 
crimes per 100,000 population. 

-- telegraph.co.uk, July 2, 2009 

Misuse & abuse of the 
Organized Militia 

The Dick Act of 1902, also 
known as the Efficiency of Militia Bill 
(H.R. 11654), divides the military into 
three distinct and separate entities: the 
organized militia, henceforth known as 
the National Guard of the State, 
Territory and District of Columbia; the 
unorganized militia and the regular 
army. 

The unorganized militia 
encompasses every able-bodied male 
between the ages of 18 and 45. All 
members of the unorganized militia 
have the absolute personal right and 
2nd Amendment duty to keep and bear 
arms of any type, and as many as they 
can afford. 

The President of the United 
States has zero lawful authority to 
order the National Guard to serve 
outside their State borders. Yet 
presidents from Woodrow Wilson to 
George W. Bush have ordered the 
National Guard onto foreign 

battlefields. 

Lawfully, the National Guard 
Militia can only be called upon by the 
National Government for the purposes 
specified in the Constitution (to uphold 
the laws of the Union; to suppress 
insurrection and repel invasion). 

During the war of 1812 

Congress debated a bill authorizing the 
president to draft 100,000 men to 

invade British territory, Canada. The bill 
was defeated in the House by Daniel 
Webster on the precise point that 
Congress had no such power over the 
militia as to authorize it to empower the 
President to draft them into the regular 
army and send them out of the country. 

In the early 20th century 
Attorney General Wickersham advised 
President Taft that "the Organized 

Militia (the National Guard) can not be 
employed for offensive warfare outside 
the limits of the United States." 

The Honorable William 

Gordon, in a speech to the House on 
October 4, 1917, proved that President 
Wilson's ordering the Organized Militia 
(the National Guard) to fight in Europe 
was so blatantly unconstitutional that 
he felt Wilson ought to have been 
impeached. 

Charles Hughes of the 


In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause succeeds, however, the 
timid join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 





American Bar Association made a 
speech to the House, September 10, 
1917, (Congressional Record, 
Appendix, pages 6836-6840): "The 
militia, within the meaning of these 
provisions of the Constitution is distinct 
from the Army of the United States." In 
these pages we also find a statement 
made by Daniel Webster, "that the 
great principle of the Constitution on 
that subject is that the militia is the 
militia of the States and of the General 
Government; and thus being the militia 
of the States, there is no part of the 
Constitution worded with greater care 
and with more scrupulous jealousy than 
that which grants and limits the power 
of Congress over it." 

The Honorable William 
Gordon said, "This limitation upon the 
power to raise and support armies 
clearly establishes the intent and 
purpose of the framers of the 
Constitution to limit the power to raise 
and maintain a standing army to 
voluntary enlistment, because if the 
unlimited power to draft and conscript 
was intended to be conferred, it would 
have been a useless and puerile thing 
to limit the use of money for that 
purpose. Conscripted armies can be 
paid, but they are not required to be, 
and if it had been intended to confer 
the extraordinary power to draft the 
bodies of citizens and send them out of 
the country in direct conflict with the 
limitation upon the use of the militia 
imposed by the same section and 
article, certainly some restriction or 
limitation would have been imposed to 
restrain the unlimited use of such 
power." (Cong. Rec., pp. 640 [1917] 

Credit cards and the right to 
bear arms? 

“The gun-rights lobby showed 
its strength again earlier this year when 
Republicans, despite small minorities in 
the Senate and House, forced a 
provision onto credit card legislation 
allowing visitors to carry loaded and 
concealed weapons to national parks.” 

- From The Hill My 18, 2009 

Ed.: this is an example of how 
ridiculous the legislative process has 
become. Not only does Congress have 
no authority over credit cards; it has no 
authority to ban weapons. Plus they 
bundle unrelated topics into one bill. 
Needed: single topic bills (on matters of 
lawful jurisdiction only)! 

Islamic Sharia Justice 

An Iranian court has found a 
man identified as Majid guilty of blinding 
Ameneh Bahrami by throwing in acid in 
her face after she spurned his 


advances. Under the nation’s Islamic 
laws, Majid will himself be blinded, but 
because the law says a woman is not 
worth as much as a man, he will be 
blinded in one eye. If Bahrami pays 
$25,110, however, the court will allow 
her attacker to be blinded in both eyes. 

-- Reason, June 2009 

Christians and Romans, 
Chapter 13 

By Pastor Chuck Baldwin 

It seems that every time 
someone attempts to encourage 
Christians to resist an unconstitutional 
or otherwise reprehensible government 
policy, we hear, "What about Romans 
Chapter 13? Christians must submit to 
government." 

Romans Chapter 13 verses 1- 
2 says: "Let every soul be subject unto 
the higher powers. For there is no power 
but of God: the powers that be are 
ordained of God. Whosoever therefore 
resisteth the power, resisteth the 
ordinance of God: and they that resist 
shall receive to themselves damnation.” 

Do Christians really believe 
that those verses grant government 
unlimited power? 

What if our President 
resurrected Jus Primae Noctis (Law of 
First Night), the right of a feudal lord to a 
subject's bride on her wedding night. 

Would Christians say, 
"Romans 13 says we must submit to the 
government"? 

Of course not, no man has 
unlimited authority. (Lordship and 
Sovereignty is the exclusive domain of 
Jesus Christ.) 

Romans 13:3 says that rulers 
must not be a "terror to good works." 
Government has no authority to terrorize 
good works or good people. And any 
government that does so lacks divine 
authority. 

Government power is a 
"minister of God to thee for good" (verse 
4). It is a not a minister of God for evil. 
Thus Romans 13 actually limits the 
power of the authorities. 

Did Elijah violate God's 
principle of submission to authority 
when he challenged king Ahab? Did the 
Hebrew children violate God's principle 
of submission to authority when they 
refused to bow to the image of the 
state? Did Peter violate God's principle 
of submission to authority when he 
continued to preach on the streets of 
Jerusalem? 

Every apostle of Christ (except 
John) was killed by secular "higher 
powers". Christians were imprisoned, 
tortured, or killed by authorities for 
refusing to submit to various laws and 


prohibitions. Did these martyrs violate 
God's principle of submission to 
authority? 

Romans 13 makes it clear that 
submission to authority must be 
predicated on more than fear of 
governmental retaliation, but also for 
"conscience sake" (v. 5) This means we 
must think and reason for ourselves 
regarding the justness and rightness of 
our government's laws. Obedience is 
not robotic. It is a result of both rational 
deliberation and moral approbation. 

Beyond that, America's 
"supreme Law" does not rest with the 
President, the Congress or the Supreme 
Court. The "higher powers" are not 
office holders; rather they are the tenets 
and principles set forth in the U.S. 
Constitution. 

Therefore, this is how Romans 
Chapter 13 reads to Americans: "Let 
every soul be subject unto the [U.S. 
Constitution.] For there is no 
Constitution] but of God: the 
[Constitution] that be [is] ordained of 
God. Whosoever therefore resisteth the 
[Constitution], resisteth the ordinance of 
God: and they that resist shall receive to 
themselves damnation." 

Therefore, if we truly believe 
Romans Chapter 13, we will demand 
that our officials submit to the U.S. 
Constitution. 

Now, how many of us 
Christians are going to do that? 

Science fiction czar 

By David Harsanyi 

Dr. John Holdren, director of 
the White House Office of Science and 
Technology Policy — better known as 
the "science czar" — has been a 
longtime prophet of environmental 
catastrophes. Never discouraged, but 
never right. 

You can read excerpts online 
from a book co-authored by Holdren in 
1977 called "Ecoscience: Population, 
Resources, and Environment." 

In it, you will find the czar 
wading into some unpleasant talk about 
mass sterilizations and abortions. 

It's not surprising. Holdren 
spent the '70s boogying down to the 
vibes of an imaginary population 
catastrophe and global cooling. He also 
participated in the famous wager 
between scientist Paul Ehrlich, the now- 
discredited "Population Bomb" theorist 
(and co-author of "Ecoscience"), and 
economist Julian Simon, who believed 
human ingenuity would overcome 
demand. 

Holdren was asked by Ehrlich 
to pick five natural resources that would 
experience shortages due to human 




consumption. Holdren lost the bet on all 
counts, as the composite price index for 
the commodities he picked, like copper 
and chromium, fell by more than 40 
percent. 

In "Ecoscience" Holdren 
pondered how "population-control laws, 
even including laws requiring 
compulsory abortion, could be sustained 
under the existing Constitution . . .." 

The book, in fact, is sprinkled 
with statements that passively discuss 
how coercive population control 
methods might rescue the world from ... 
well, humans. 

Holdren's office told me that 
the czar "does not now and never has 
been an advocate of compulsory 
abortions or other repressive measures 
to limit fertility." 

If that is so, I wondered, why is 
his name on a textbook that brought up 
such policy? Did he not write that part? 
Did he change his mind? Was it 
theoretical? 

No straightforward answer was 
forthcoming. 

And Holdren has never ceased 
peddling calamity as science. 

Today, for instance, though 
Holdren has publicly tempered his 
aversion to population growth, he still 
advocates that government nudge us 
toward fewer children. 

Instead of coercion, though, he 
is a fan of "motivation." 

When, during his Senate 
confirmation hearing, Holdren was 
asked about his penchant for scientific 
overstatements, he responded, "The 
motivation for looking at the downside 
possibilities, the possibilities that can go 
wrong if things continue in a bad 
direction, is to motivate people to 
change direction. That was my intention 
at the time." 

"Motivation" is when Holdren 
tells us that global warming could cause 
the deaths of 1 billion people by 2020. 
Or when he claimed that sea levels 
could rise by 13 feet by the end of this 
century when your run-of-the-mill 
alarmist warns of only 13 inches. 

"Motivating" — or, in other 
words, scaring the hell out of people — 
about "possibilities" is an ideological and 
political weapon unsheathed in the effort 
to pass policies that, in the end, coerce 
us to do the right thing, anyway. 

Holdren's past flies in the face 
of Obama's contention, made on the day 
of the science czar's appointment, that 
his administration was "ensuring that 
facts and evidence are never twisted or 
obscured by politics or ideology." 

Holdren embodies the 
opposite, actually. 

— Denver Post, July 15, 2009 


Ed.: maybe Holdren is 

responsible for the mandate in the 
proposed so-called Health Care bill 
requiring advance care planning 
consultations - perhaps to "motivate" 
citizens to end their life a bit early (pg. 
425 lines 4-12)?? 

65 socialist years and 
counting 

The American people will never 
knowingly adopt socialism. But, under 
the name of "liberalism," they will adopt 
every fragment of the socialist program, 
until one day America will be a socialist 
nation, without knowing how it 
happened.... I no longer need to run as 
a Presidential Candidate for the 
Socialist Party. The Democratic Party 
has adopted our platform. 

-- Norman Mattoon Thomas (November 
20, 1884 - December 19, 1968), a 
leading American socialist, pacifist, and 
six-time Socialist Party presidential 
candidate, in a 1944 interview 

Newark mayor offers cash for 
“illegal guns” 

A New Jersey mayor is 
offering $1,000 for tips on "illegal 
guns". In a video on the City of 
Newark's web page, the "Honorable" 
Cory A. Booker declares guns on the 
streets are unacceptable, as he waves 
a fantail of cash to entice snitches. 

However, there is a very 
obvious problem - how will the snitches 
tell the difference between an illegal 
and legal gun? How will the police tell 
the difference between an armed 
criminal gang-banger and a citizen 
exercising his or her right under the 
Second Amendment? 

Booker would have us 
believe all firearms are illegal, though 
he does makes the distinction near the 
end of the video - not that it matters to 
people interested only in pocketing a 
thousand bucks. 

This is a situation destined 
for tragedy. How many innocent people 
will be arrested, harassed, treated like 
criminals for the crime of owning a 
firearm? How many people exercising 
that right will be attacked by Booker's 
police? How many will have their legal 
weapons confiscated? How many will 
be shot down by trigger-happy cops? 

Finally, this country's insane 
"zero tolerance" drug laws are the 
primary reason why gang-bangers are 
killing each other and innocents caught 
up in the crossfire. 

Booker would do better to 
decriminalize drugs in his city instead 
of creating a snitch culture that will 
ultimately end up in more dead people. 


-- PrisonPlanet.com, July 9, 2009 

Operation “Granite Shadow 

By William Arkin 

Granite Shadow is yet 
another Top Secret plan allowing 
military operations in the United States 
without civilian supervision or control. 

A spokesman at the Joint 
Force Headquarters-National Capital 
Region would only confirm that Granite 
Shadow is the unclassified name for a 
classified plan. 

That classified plan, I 
believe, is Joint Chiefs of Staff Concept 
Plan 0400, Counter-Proliferation of 
Weapons of Mass Destruction, which 
involves the intelligence agencies and 
non-military organizations such as the 
Department of Energy. CONPLAN 
0400 directs each combatant 
commander to customize counter¬ 
proliferation plans for his own areas of 
operations. 

Northern Command, the 
military's homeland security command, 
is preparing its version of CONPLAN 
0400 for operations inside the U.S. 
NORTHCOM has worked closely with 
Special Operations Command, as well 
as the secret branches of non-military 
agencies to enforce "unity of 
command" over any post 9/11 efforts. 

Granite Shadow posits 
domestic military operations, including 
intelligence collection and surveillance, 
unique rules of engagement regarding 
the use of lethal force, the use of 
experimental non-lethal weapons, and 
military control of incident locations that 
are highly controversial and might 
border on the illegal. 

Granite Shadow is the twin 
to Power Geyser, a program I first 
revealed to The New York Times in 
January. The JFHQ spokesman 
confirms that Granite Shadow and 
Power Geyser are unclassified names 
for two different classified plans 

Power Geyser is JCS 
CONPLAN 0300. According to military 
documents, the unclassified title is 
"Counter-Terrorism Special Operations 
Support to Civil Agencies in the event 
of a domestic incident." It is another 
Top Secret plan directing special 
mission units to recover and "render 
safe" WMDs. Render safe refers to the 
ability of explosive ordnance disposal 
experts to isolate and disarm any type 
of biological, chemical, nuclear or 
radiological weapon. 

Why two plans? My guess 
is that Power Geyser refers to 
operations in support of a civil agency 
"lead" while Granite Shadow lays out 




contingencies where the military is in 
the lead. 

Both plans seem to live 
behind a veil of extraordinary secrecy 
because military forces operating under 
them have already been given a series 
of "special authorities" by the President 
and the secretary of defense. These 
special authorities include, presumably, 
military roles in civilian law enforcement 
and abrogation of State's powers in a 
declared or perceived emergency. 

When The New York Times 
reported on the Power Geyser name 
from my Code Names website, the 
Pentagon argued that "It would be 
irresponsible ... to comment on any 
classified program that may or may not 
exist." 

I can't see how the Defense 
Department can continue this line of 
argument post-Katrina. We see the 
human cost of a system of contingency 
planning done in complete secret, with 
a lack of any debate as to what should 
be the federal government's priorities, 
emphasis, and rules. 

— www.qlobalreasearch.ca , September 
25, 2005 

Dumbing down the U.S. Navy 

By Patrick Buchanan 

“Naval Academy Professor 
Challenges Rising Diversity," ran the 
headline in The Washington Post. 

"Of the 1,230 plebes who took 
the oath of office at the Naval Academy 
this week, 435 were members of 
minority groups. It's the most racially 
diverse class in the nation's 164-year 
history. Academy leaders say it's a top 
priority to build a student body that 
reflects the racial makeup of the Navy 
and the nation." 

Who can be against diversity? 

What the Post gets around to is 
that English professor Bruce Fleming 
objects to a race-based admissions 
program that is 35 percent minority. 

According to Fleming white 
applicants must have all As and Bs and 
test scores of at least 600 on the 
English and math SAT even to qualify 
for a "slate" of 10 applicants, from which 
only one will be chosen. 

However, if you check a box 
indicating you are African-American, 
Hispanic, Native American or Asian, 
writes Fleming, "SAT scores to the mid 
500s with quite a few Cs in classes ... 
typically produces a vote of 'qualified'." 

If true, the Naval Academy is 
running a two-tier admissions system of 
the kind that kept Jennifer Gratz out of 
the University of Michigan and was 
declared unconstitutional by the 
Supreme Court. 


"Minority applicants with scores 
to the 300s and Cs and Ds also come, 
after a year at our taxpayer-supported 
remedial school, the Naval Academy 
Preparatory School." 

If true, this is a national 
disgrace. It would represent a Naval 
Academy policy of systematic race 
discrimination against hundreds of white 
kids. 

If true, what Annapolis has 
done and is doing is premeditated 
racism — more cowardly than the New 
Haven city government in denying white 
firefighters the promotions they had won 
in a competitive exam. 

Yet, Chief of Naval Operations 
Adm. Gary Roughead and the 
Superintendent of the Naval Academy 
Vice Adm. Jerry Fowler seem quite 
proud of what they are doing. 

Fleming quotes the CNO as 
saying that "diversity is the number one 
priority" at the academy. Fowler says he 
wants Annapolis graduates who "looked 
like" the fleet, where 42 percent of 
enlisted personnel are nonwhite. 

The diversity midshipmen, says 
Fleming, who teaches them, are over¬ 
represented in "lower track courses, 
mandatory tutoring programs and less- 
challenging majors. Many struggle to 
master basic concepts." 

Thus, though unqualified for 
college, these students will be operating 
the most sophisticated and complex 
weapons systems ever built — aircraft 
carriers, Aegis cruisers, nuclear 
submarines. 

"First of all, we're dumbing- 
down the Naval Academy," charges 
Fleming. "Second of all, we're dumbing- 
down the officers corps." 

Supporting Fleming's claim, 22 
percent of incoming plebes in 2009 had 
SAT scores in math below 600, 
compared to 12 percent in 2008. 

If the facts are as Fleming 
states — the academy is accepting 
dumber students to get its racial 
composition right — who can deny that 
the price of diversity is a less able and 
competent United States Navy? 

"Diversity is our number one 
priority," Roughhead is quoted. Can one 
imagine Adm. Chester Nimitz or "Bull" 
Halsey making an insipid statement like 
that? Can one imagine what Adm. David 
"Damn the torpedoes! Full speed 
ahead!" Farragut would have thought of 
such a policy? 

Whatever happened to the 
Hyman Rickover motto for the U.S. 
Navy: "Why Not the Best?" 

Consider. If black and Hispanic 
kids had been rejected though they had 
higher grades and SAT scores than 
those admitted, this story would not 


have been in the Metro section of the 
Post. It would have been bannered on 
page one. And Roughead and Fowler 
would be explaining to a congressional 
committee why they should not be 
relieved of their commands. 

Fleming, who still teaches at 
Annapolis has shown considerable 
moral courage. 

Hopefully, Congress will show 
the same moxy and investigate this 
outage. Hopefully, some of those white 
kids, cheated out of their life's dream of 
attending the Naval Academy — while 
less qualified kids were admitted — will 
sue the academy, just like those gutsy 
firefighters sued the city of New Haven. 

- Patrick Buchanan is the 
author of the book "Churchill, Hitler and 
'The Unnecessary War”’ 

Hanoi Jane or U.S. marine Sgt. 
- who’s the traitor? 

I will never forget Hanoi Jane. 
Her visit was a crime. It is a crime 
punishable by death if tried. It was never 
tried. But all of the servicemen and 
women were spat upon and had filth 
and garbage thrown at them. Many were 
assaulted by the likes of Hanoi Jane. 
Good men died, not just in Hanoi, but 
throughout the theater of operations 
because of the traitorous acts of Hanoi 
Jane. 

Here is what I just sent to ABC 
at http://abc.qo.com/site/contactus.html 

To whomever reads this at ABC, 

If Hanoi Jane Fonda is 
presented as a woman of the century, a 
self admitted criminal, treason in time of 
war, I will personally contact every 
single advertiser associated with that 
program to tell them they have lost my 
business and that I will tell everyone on 
my considerable lists how they 
supported Hanoi Jane for an honorable 
award for being a self-centered and 
vicious twit that cost a lot of good men a 
lot of misery and their very lives. 
Semper Fi 
Stan Rains 

Frmr Sgt, U.S.M.C. 

* * * 

Sir: I left the USAF in 1966 
because the President's War was 
unconstitutional and those who 
participated in it - volunteer or drafted - 
were liable for indictment as war 
criminals. I suggest you have something 
to learn about a constitutional republic 
and a terroristic empire as forms of 
government. BTW, I was a never a fan 
of leftist Jane but she was simply 
exercising her rights under the First 
Amendment of the Constitution. 

I have a question for you: Why 
didn't you refuse to obey 





unconstitutional orders? Could your 
refusal to honor your oath to uphold the 
constitution make you a traitor? 

D. Frank Robinson 

AMOJ 

Main@yahooqroups.com July 31,2009 

Have gun, will travel 

By Karen MacNutt 

There is nothing rational about 
U.S guns laws. Over one hundred years 
ago the Supreme Court held that the 
right to travel freely is a basic civil right; 
however, today you can not travel freely 
with your guns. 

In a rational world, your gun 
license would be like your driver's 
license. If you have a license to possess 
and carry a gun, every other state 
should recognize it. Unfortunately if you, 
as a lawful gun owner, want to travel 
with your guns, you have to be very 
careful not to violate some local law. As 
some states have very inflexible gun 
laws, know the law before you travel. Do 
not rely upon the advice of your home 
town police. The NRA publishes 
pamphlets on state gun laws. You can 
also check with the State Police of the 
states you will be traveling through. 
Another good option is the website 
packing.org. 

Before you travel with a gun, 
you must have all the proper licenses to 
possess the gun: 1. in the state in which 
you reside; 2. in the state of your final 
destination. You also need to know how 
guns must be transported or stored. 
Some states require certain guns be 
carried unloaded and cased. Some 
require trigger locks. 

Most people know that they 
cannot take a gun onto an airplane or 
past the metal detectors in the airport. 
You also may not take chemical spray 
or ammunition beyond these points. 
Even an empty shell casing can spoil 
your day. Take the pepper spray out of 
your handbag and off your key chain 
before you head to the airport. 

Ammunition must "be securely 
packed in fiber, wood or metal boxes or 
other packaging specifically designed to 
carry small amounts of ammunition" and 
declared at the check-in counter. Spray 
must be packaged so that it will not 


accidentally discharge. It too must be 
declared. If it is too late to check these 
items, there is a "prohibited item" barrel 
just in front of the metal detectors. 
Dump anything that cannot go beyond 
the security line there. Do not try to 
sneak things by the security station. 

Guns must be transported 
unloaded in your checked through 
luggage. When you check it, you must 
declare that there is a gun in the bag. 
The TSA regulations can be found at 
www.tsa.gov/travelers/airtravel/prohibite 

d. 

Paint ball guns should be 
treated as real guns, with the 
compressed air cylinder detached. 

Guns must be in a locked, 
hard-sided container. "We recommend 
that you provide the key or combination 
to the security officer if he or she needs 
to open the container," says the TSA 
website. "You should remain present 
during the screening to take the key 
back after the container is cleared. If 
you are not present and the security 
officer must open the container, we 
[TSA] or the airline will make a 
reasonable attempt to contact you. If we 
cannot contact you, the container will 
not be placed on the plane. Federal 
regulations prohibit unlocked gun cases 
(or cases with broken locks) on aircraft." 

The case should not be 
marked “GUN". I suggest that once the 
case has been screened, in addition to 
the lock, you seal the case with 
electrical ties or duct tape to protect it 
from rough handling. Some people 
place the gun case in a secondary 
container to reduce the possibility of 
theft. 

Ammunition should not be 
carried in clips, but in appropriate 
packing designed for the transportation 
of ammunition. It may be carried in the 
same box as the gun. You may not take 
black power or percussion caps onto an 
aircraft in any manner. 

Before taking a gun to the 
airport, call your airline to make sure 
you know what their requirements are. 
Check the gun through to your final 
destination. Do not claim it at any 
holdover or connecting flight location. 
Claim the bag only when you get to your 


final destination. 

Beware. If for example, you live 
in New Hampshire and take the airport 
shuttle to Boston, when you declare 
your handgun, you will be arrested if you 
do not have a Massachusetts license. 
You could have shipped the gun to 
yourself using a freight service that will 
pick it up from your home and hold it for 
you at your final destination. 

Massachusetts, New York and 
New Jersey are particularly bad states 
to pass through. If you check your 
luggage, then because of some delay 
the airline asks you to claim your 
luggage, do not do so. As soon as you 
take possession you could be arrested. 
Explain that the baggage cannot leave 
airline custody. They may be willing to 
escort you to wherever you have to go 
to re-check your bag. Keep calm. 
Whatever you do, do not start shouting, 
"I've got a gun." 

Laws governing air travel with 
guns also govern travel on all interstate 
common carriers. It is the same if you 
take the train, the bus, stage coach or a 
boat. Guns must be unloaded, cased, 
and in checked through luggage and/or 
in the control of the operator of the 
vehicle. 

A number of years ago, the 
NRA was successful in getting federal 
legislation that gives some protection to 
interstate travelers. The law is a 
"defense" to state prosecution. That 
means you have to bring the federal law 
to the attention of state officials. It will 
not prevent you from being arrested. 
When you go to court, you have the 
burden of proving you are entitled to the 
federal law exemption. 

The federal law states that if it 
is lawful for you to have a gun where 
your trip begins and where it ends, you 
may transport the gun interstate so long 
as it is unloaded and locked in the trunk 
of your car. If you do not have a trunk in 
your car, the gun must be inaccessible 
to the driver and/or passengers in the 
car. Just because you say that you 
started in Maine and were going to 
Florida does not mean anyone has to 
believe you. The burden of proof is on 
you, not on the police. 

— Women & Guns, January 2008 
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